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Egg  prices  have  averaged  at  or  above  parity  in 
only  2  of  the  last  20  years.  On  account  of  greater 
efficiency  in  egg  production,  farmers  have  been 
producing  increasing  quantities  of  eggs  in  response 
to  prices  which  have  generally  been  significantly 
below  parity  levels. 

In  recognition  of  this,  and  similar  situations  for 
some  other  commodities,  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1948 


changed  the  bases  for  parity  computations,  gradually 
bringing  parity  levels  in  line  with  the  history  of 
the  10  most  recent  years. 

For  eggs,  the  effect  of  this  is  to  lower  parity 
prices  compared  with  what  they  otherwise  would  be. 
Since  1950,  when  these  adjustments  in  parity  began, 
the  result  has  been  to  raise  average  farm  prices 
for  eggs  as  percentages  of  parity. 
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Th©  poultry  and  agg  situation  at  a  glaaca 


Item                              :  Unit 

Month 

or 
dat« 

ATerega 

19li0-ii.9 

1950 

1951  : 

:  ttonth 
:  or 
:  <lat« 

ATeraga 
19UO-U9 

1950 

1951 

CoMsnta  on 
currant  eltuation 

Ke8» 

Farm  production   :  Mil.  doi- 

Averaga  nunliar  of  layers  on  farms  . . . .  ;  Millions 

Kata  of  lay  per  han   :  Eggs 

Apparent  civilian  par  capita  : 
disappearance   :  Eggs 

Frozen  egg  production   :  Mil.  I'b. 

Dried  egg  production   :  Mil.  lb. 

Price  received  by  fanners   .-Ct.per  doz. 

Price  received  by  fanaors  as  a  ; 
percentage  of  parity   :  Percent 

Potail  price  (BAE)   :Ct.per  doz. 

Egg-feed  price  ratio   :    Lb.  feed 

Stocis :  : 

Shell   TThous. cases 

Frozen   :  -Mil.  lb. 

Dried   :  Mil.  lb. 

ChicKe  hatched  by  conanercial  : 
hatcheries   :  Millions 

Pullets  not  yet  of  laying  age  on  : 
fanna  :  Millions 

Farm  price  of  poultry  ration   :Dol.per  cvt 

Price  received  by  famera  for  : 
chickens,  live   :0t.  per  lb. 

Price  received  by  farmers  as  a  : 
percentage  of  parity   :  Percent 

Petail  price  of  chickens,  : 
dressed  (BAE)   :Ct.  per  lb. 

Price  received  by  farmers  for  : 
turkeys,  live   :Ct.  per  lb. 

Stocks:  : 

Poultry,  excluding  turkeys   :  Mil.  lb. 

Turkeys   :  Mil.  lb. 

Chicken-feed  price  ratio   :  feed 

Turkey-feed  price  ratio   :    li,.  faod 

ATor&ge  veokly  receipts  of  poultry  : 
at  Centi^  Weatem  Primary  : 
Markata,  per  plant  :  Thoua.  lb. 

Average  mekly  placanant  of  chicks 
in  7  broiler  areas   :  tUlllcna 


:  Oot. 

258.3 

339.5 

353.3  : 

:  Hot. 

331 

1* 

351.2  : 

:  Oct. 

36U.1 

366.6  i 

:  Hov. 

372.7 

387 

1* 

392.8  : 

:  Oct. 

9.0 

11.2 

11.2  : 

:  Nov. 

7.8 

10 

3 

10.7  : 

:  Sept. 

27.8 

30.1 

30.0  : 

:  Oct. 

28.1 

31 

9 

31.5  :' 

:  Sept. 

5.9 

8.I1 

6.U  ': 

:  Oot. 

3.1 

U 

5 

3.2  : 

5  Sept. 

3.7 

0.5  : 

;  Oct. 

2 

0 

0.1*  i 

:  Oct. 

U3.2 

''3.2 

55.6  i 

:  Hov. 

W*.5 

8 

56.5  ': 

:  Oct. 

92 

70 

89 

:  Nov. 

88 

7h 

91  : 

:  Sept. 

55. U 

58.8 

75.9  : 

:  Oct. 

59.3 

65 

3 

:  Oct. 

ll*.7 

12.0 

13.8  : 

:  Sov. 

15. U 

12 

6 

13.7  ': 

:   Oct.  1 

'»,'t71 

1,558 

958  : 

:  Kov. 

1 

2,727 

502 

513  i 

;   Oct.  1 

213.3 

133.0 

151.3  ': 

:  Rov. 

1 

177.  u 

101* 

1* 

119.9  i 

:    Oct.  1 

m.5 

25.2  : 

:  Hov. 

1 

108 

6 

22.2  : 

;  Sept. 

36.3 

72.9 

71*. 1  ': 

:  Oot. 

38.5 

7l*.5 

79.1*  : 

:   Sov.  1 

1^2.0 

96.6 

106.1*  : 

:  Dac. 

1 

SM.2 

51 

5 

57.6  ; 

:  Oct. 

3.01 

3.60 

h.Ok  ': 

:  Hot. 

2.98 

3.63 

U.12  ': 

Poultry  : 

:  Oct. 

23.6 

22.7 

2U.2  ': 

:  Hov. 

22.5 

22 

.6 

23.2  : 

:  Oct. 

113 

76 

77  1 

:  Hot. 

75 

7U  : 

'.  Sept. 

U3.e 

56.3 

55.0  ; 

;  Oct. 

ll6.2 

52.2 

Oct.  1 
Oct.  1 
Oct. 
Oct. 


30.3 

UU.O 
22.6 
8.0 
10.2 

38.1 


31.8 

97.6 
1*2.7 
6.3 
8.8 

W.l 

6.8 


35.8 

121*.  6 
Ul.6 
6.0 
8.9 

58.2 
7.V 


31.5        32.6  37.9 


Hot.  1 
Hot.  1 
Hot. 
Hot. 

I  Hot. 


1511.0 
39.1 
7.8 
10.7 


IbLl 
76.9 
6.2 
9.0 


175.1* 
83.1* 
5.6 
9.2 


31.1        32.lt  36.7 
6.8  8.0 


Becorti  high  output  for 
the  month 


Now  declining  from  sea- 
son peak 


GoTemiaent  stocks  re- 
duced frca  year  earlier. 


At  this  season,  mostly 
for  broilers 


Highest  since  191*7-1*8 


Lonost  this  year 


Further  rises  occared  in 
early  December 
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TvH;tEj:c  P  0  .U  L  T  R  Y    AND    EGG  SITUATION 


APPROVED  BY  TliE  OUTLOOK  AND  SITUATION  BOARD,  DECo  11,  1951 

SQMARI 

Egg  prices  began  to  decline  seasonally  in  late  Ncvomber,  after 
having  been  iiniisuallj^  steady  in  oeptemberg  October,  and  most  of  November.. 

Egg  production  reached  its  seasonal  ^-low  in  September,  and  has 
increased  since  thent    The  seasonal  high  is  expected  o.bout  Aprils  During 
the  period  of  lowest  production,  the  quantity  of  stored  shell  eggs 
available  for  consumption  was  from  a  relatively  small  total  storage  supplyo 

On  December  1,  the  United  States  flock  included  3  percent  more 
potential  layers  than  a  year  earlier,  and  on  the  same  date  the  rate  of  lay 
v;as  up  6  percent  from  a  year  eEE'id.er/>  This  indicates  that  egg  production 
in  the  year  1951  is  likely  to  be  a  record^  exceeding  195^  by  a  small 
margin  if  output  in  the  month  of   December. is  as  large  as  expected* 

Storage  holdings  of  total  poultry  are  hi.^hcr  than  at  this 
feeason  last  year*    The  Isrge  turkey  stocks  are  a  reflectior*  of  this 
yearns  large  turkey  crop.    Thanksgiving  marketings  of  large  turkeys  from 
this  crop  generally  sold  at  'higher  prices  than  last  year  while  prices 
for  turkeys  of  the  smaller  breeds  were  about  the  same, 

KBB  .PL^ilgg.  SS^irlL^  Sea3onall.y 

Through  September,  October^and  most  of  November,  1951  egg  prices 
were  fai5-|ry  steady,  but  in  the  last  few  days  of  November  they  fell  sharply 
and  in  early  December  it  was  apparent  thattthe  usual  seasonal  price  de- 
cline had  begun o 

In  mid-November,  the  U ,  S,  average  price  received  by  farmers  for 
eggs  Wis  560 5  cents  per  dozen..    This  was  only  slightly  higher  than  the  55^6 
cents  of  m^-d-October,  and  the  55oO  cent  price  for  m.id-Sept ember ^  This 
eveness  contrasts  vdth  last  year  when  the  month'Ly  prices  from  Septonber  to 
November  were  /-i.0o4f  43-2,  and  45oS  cents  while  December  tv?.s  57»7  cents,  as 
an  aftermath  of  feise  NovjEimber  storms ^ 

Daily  whoD.eiiale  prices  ;have,  of  course  fluctuated  to  a  greater  de- 
gree than  the  monthly  farm  prices.    Nevertheless,  their  movement  until 
Thaaksgiving  i/as  quite  even  in  comparison  vdth  past  years »    By  early  De  - 
ccat'jrtiervhoirjever J  most  ^^rholesale  egg  prices  (table  1)  were  considerably 
lower  than  at  any  time  since  .mid-summor^ 


«.  The  next  issue  of  i'he  Poultry  and  Egg  Sitiia.tion  « 

,  to  be  released  in  February,  1952,  will  list  the  parity  « 

.  bases  to  be  effective  j.n  1952  for  computing  the  parity  . 

a  prices  of  eggs,  chikkens,  and  turkeys,?    The  report  will  <. 

.  outline  the  reasiais  for  the  annual  changes  which  are  , 

,  specified  in  the  Agricultural  Act  of  I94S0 
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United  States  egg  production  is  now  not  only  increasing  seasonally, 
bbt  is  above.  1950*    Monthly  output  mil  continue  to  rise  until  abo\t  April, 
the  month  of  peak  production,  and  is  likifely  to  continue  above  last  yearns 
levels  at  least  until  mid-year.    On  December  1,  egg  production  was  7i  per- 
cent greater  than  on  the  same  date  last  year.    An  increase  of  aocut  . 
4'  paicent    is  likely  to  be  maintained  through  the  spring  of  1952 ^ 

It  seems  that  there  will  have  to  be  an  increase  in  the  "uantity 
of  eggs  stored  in  the  spring  of  1952,  or  an  increase  in  per  capita  consump- 
tion, if  the  production  is  to  clear  the  market.    This  indicates  that  prices 
next  spring  may  be  lower  than  in  the  spring  of  1951 •    Assuming  military  re- 
quirements unchanged  from  the  year  before,  and  a  civilian  disappeaance  of  . 
eggs  up  l|  percent,  the  same  as  population,  then  there  would  still  be  al- 
most 2|  million  cases  more  than  in  the  spring  of  1951-to  be  disposed  of  by 
additional  storage,  or  heavier  cate    of  per  capita  consumption  or  a  combina- 
tion of  the  two. 

An  increase  in  egg  storage  in  the  spring  of  1952,  would  put  holdings 
more  nearly  in  line  vdth  recent  years,    Increased  storage  of  frozen  eggs 
v7ould  be  an  extension  of  the  long-time  trend  toward  greater  storage  of 
that  product,  while  there  could  be  a  doubling  of  last  yearns  peak,  of  shell 
egg  storage  before  the  quantity  would  equal  the  average  peak  of  the  pre- 
vious 5  years*    For  the  increased  storage  to  absorb  an  extra  million  cases 
over  1951,  the  peak  storage  holdings  in  1952  (shell  and  frozen  combined) 
would  have  to  be  lU  percent  hp:gher  than  in  1951  •    V/hether  or  not  such  an 
increase  in  storage  will  be  profitable  is  not  yet  clear. 

High  Rate  of  Lay,  More  Potential 
Layers «  When  1952  Begins 

On  December  1,  3  percent  more  potential  layers  were  on  farms  than  a 
year  earlier.    Percentagewise  and  absolutely,  the  increase  was  greatest  in 
the  Northeastern  States.    The  North  Central  States  also  showed  significant 
increases,    (Table  2)o 

More  layers,  combined  vdth  indications  of  a  continued  high  rate  of  : 
lay  (the  Novonber  figure  was  the  12th  consecutive  monthly  record),  suggest 
that  egg  production  in  the  first  few  months  of  1952  will  be  considerably 
larger  than  in  the  corresponding  months  of  1951 • 

Table  2.-  Potential  layers  on  farms,  by  regions,  December  1,  1950  and  1951 


Year 


1950 


1951 


Percentage 
change 


-Noi-th  .J  North  ;  Worth  :.+7^^"V  :  nl^f  Il'n :  Westerns  or;;:; 
Atl^tic ,  Central  t  Central ;  Atlantic    Central  ^  ^  Stat  es 


"lasF 


Region 
West  T 


South 


South 


•United 


73.2  36,1  126.5  UQ>1 
78.0       88.5     129.5  41.5 

6.6        2,7        2.4  1.8 


78.2  42.0  446.8 
78,2      43.0  458.7 

0        2.3  2.7 
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Meanwhile,  on  the  Isasis  of  data  for  11  months  plus  indications  for 
Decembers  it  seems  that  total  egg  production  in  1951  will  be  a  new  record, 
exceeding  1950  by  a  slight  margin.    Egg  production  to  the  end  of  Ncvanber, 
1951,  was  the  same  as  in  the  first  11  months  of  1950 »    But  in  view  of 
the  higher  rate  of  lay  and  increased  number  of  layers  reported  for  Decem- 
ber 1,  production  in  the  last  month  is  likely  to  be  significantly  above 
a  year  earlier,  and  to  result  in  a  new  annual  records    (See  table  3o) 

Table  3=-  Monthly  egg  production  and  related  factors,  January  1950  to  date 


Month 


Average 
number 
'  of 


12^ 


i  Egg  production  on  i 

g  farms   

:Month£Ly;  Cumulative? 
-    ®^  '  ^otal  s      total  J 
Million  imilion 


Averags 
number 

of 
layers 


Eggs 
per 
.layer 


Egg  production  on 


:arms 


jMonthly  :  Cumulative 

•  -  total  0  total 

Million  Million 


•Millions 

Misuber 

doz  en 

dozen 

Millions  Number 

dozen 

dozen 

Jan,  i 

:  405 

12.8 

43-'>- j2 

.  431.2 

395 

12,7 

4I8.4 

4I8.4 

Feb. 

:  396 

13.3 

437cl 

367 

13.5 

433  a6 

852.0 

Mar, 

1  383 

16  „9 

538.5 

3.,406c8 

373 

17.0 

528.3 

1,380.3 

April 

!  364 

17.7 

535.7 

.1^942,5 

355 

17.8 

526.5 

1,906,8 

May 

:  343 

18,1 

516=8 

2,459.3 

336 

1813 

513  oO 

2,419.8 

June 

:  323 

16.2 

435.3 

2,894»6 

319 

16.5 

439.2 

2,859o0 

July 

'  309 

15.2 

390.6 

3,285o2 

305 

15.5 

392.6 

3,251.6 

Aug,.  : 

:  307 

13  o9 

356.2 

3,641c4 

302 

14.0 

352.6 

3,604.2 

Sept.  I  330 

12,0 

328.9 

3,970«3 

328 

12.2 

333  of 

3,938.1 

Oct.  • 

364 

11,2 

339»5 

4,309.8 

367 

11.6 

353.3 

4,291.4 

Nov, 

387 

10,3 

331.4 

4,641o2 

393 

10.7 

351.3 

4,642r7 

Dec,  : 

.  397 

11.0 

362.6 

5,003.8 

Total  J 

168  c  6 

5,003.8 

1/  171. 

1/    Partly  forecast c 

Most  Thankpeivirig  Txirkeys 

Brought  Higher  Prices  fkan  Last  Year 


At  farm  rjid  wholesale  levels,  most  turkeys  offered  for  the  Th^inks- 
glving  market  sold  at  prices  above  a  year  ago.    Price  trends  since  Thanks- 
giving have  been  upward© 


The  55  percent  increase  in  the  production  of  Beltsyille  Small  V/hite 
turkeys  kept  prices  for  these  birds  from  increasing  over  last  year^  Market- 
ings of  other  turkeys  have  been  readily  absorbed  at  prices  higher  than  in 
1950,  even  though  output  in  1951  was  10  percent  higher  than  in  1950* 

This  year,  the  premium  for  hen  tiirl^ys  of  the  larger  breeds,  as 
compared  with  toms,  is  smaller  than  a  year  ago.    A  factor  inkthis  changed 
spread  is  the  competition  from  the  smaller  breeds^  whose  size  makes  them 
a  close  substitute  for  bro^d-breasted  hens  but  not  for  tomsc 
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Table  5»-  Turkeys,  N.Y,  dressed,  fresh;    VJholesale  quatations,  selected 

classifications,  fall,  1950  and  1951  1/ 


Date 


1950 
October  l6 

r,Nov  ember  1 
November  15 
December  1 
December  15 

1951 
October  15 
Novanber  1 
November  15 
November  30 
December  11 


New  York 


8-.aq  lbSorlV-l6  lbs. 
Cents  Cents 


San  Franci s co 


22-2i4-lbs..  ;Yo\ing  hens  ;Young  tcms 
Cents      z     Cents  Cents 


55 
57 
57 
57 
57 

51-52 

53-54 

51-  52 

52-  53 


42-  43 
43i-44 

43-  47 
43i-47 

50^51 

46-  47 

47-  48 
49-50 
51-52 
51-52 


35-  36 

36-  37 
36i-38 

38-384 
4I5-43 

43-44 
42-43 
4^-47 
46i-47 
46-47 


47-48 

46-  48 
47^48 

47-  43 
50-51: 

50-51 
53-54 
56-58 
58-to 
69-60 


37-38 

36-  38 

37-  38 
37-38 
40-a 

48-50 
45-48 

47-  50 

48-  50 
48-50 


T7    Dairy  and  Poultry  Market  News  Service. 

Shell  Egg  Storage  Season  Ends; 
November  Futures  Close  Sharply  Higher 

The  cold  stSrage  •  season  Jf or  .■1951  shell  eggs  has  praoticsiiy.  Mdpd.. 
There  have  been  steady  withdrawals,  from  the  513-  thousand  cases  that  were 
in  storage  at  the  beginning  of  November.    StocKs  in  35  principal  cities  were 
reduced  65  percent  betvreen  November  3  and  December  1,  and  total  U,  S.  stocks 
probably  also  declined  in  about  the  same  ratio. 


The  year's  peak  holdings  of  2,4  million  cases  on  July  1  were  the 
second  lowest  since  records  were  begun  in  I916. 

This  year,  eggs  taken  out  of  storage  early  probably  returned  a  moder- 
ate   profit  to  their  ownsrs,  depending  upon  premiums  obtained •  But  most  eggs 
held  into  Novonber  probably  brought  less  than  the  same  eggs  wouldi^ikave  sold 
for    earlier  in  the  season,  because  of  the  increasing  supplies  of  fresh  eggs. 

November  Eg^  Futures  Close  High 

An  interesting  sidelight  in  egg  marketing  in  November  was  the  pro- 
nounced rise  in  the  price  of  Chicago  Mercantile  Exchange  futures  contracts 
for  delivery  in  that  month.    As  in  2  of  the  3  previous  year§;^  November  egg 
futures  contracts  closed  at  prices  significantly  higher  than  the  cortracts 
of  the  months  immediately,  preceding. 

On  Nov^b.er  9,  there  were  •?6Q0:  November  contrraots  outstanding,  total- 
ing 288  thousand  cases.    On  the  same  date  there  .were  only  70  thousand  cases 
of  eggs  in  storage  in  Chicago,  of  which  an  unknown  proportion  were  delivered 
able  under  the  contract  terms.    The  price  of  the  contract  rose  from  51*90 
cents  per  dozen  on  November  9  to  60.95  cents  on  November  23 »  the  last  date 
for  unlimited  trading. 
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Table  $»  Egg  futures?  Daily  closing  prices'  per  dozen  of  selected  contracts 
on  the  Chicago  Mercantile  Exchange,  selected  dates  1951,  with  comparisons 


opening  of  tradingl/36,75B    1/36.00    2/49.40  3/45.50 
»■ 

Spring  time  levels: 
A-Approximate  pealjis 
for  Feb. -June 

period  (May  5) 


B- Approximate  lows 
for  Feb.-J\ine 
period  (Feb.  5) 


Last  dayndf  trading 
for  Sept.  cbnrr  -: 
tracts,  Sept.  21  : 


Last  day  of  trad- 
ing for  Oct.  con- 
tracts^ Oct.  24 

Last  day  of  trad- 
ing for  Nov.  con- 
tracts, Nov.  23 

Current  quotations,: 
Dec.  12 


Current  quotations, 
Dec.  12 


55-50 


46.60 


52.50 


54.56  53.50 


46.65 

50.75       49.25  .  46.9OB 

47.25      48.15  48.10 

60.75  51.05 
47.40 

1952  Contracts 


46.00 


1//  November  8,  1951. 

2/  April  9,  1951. 

2/:  July  27,  1951. 

4/  September  13,  1951- 


Description  or 
date  of  price 

:  .                 Delivery  month  of  contract 

'  Sept. 

•  Oct.      •    Nov,      •    Dec.  • 

•  •                               •  • 

Jan.  following 

•  Cents 

C  ent  s        s3  ent,  s          C  en  t  s 
1950  Contracts 

Oents 

Closing  prices  i 

1  33.90 

35.50      48.75  47.35 

1951  Contracts 

41. 00 A 

One  week  after  j 

it/44.50B 


43.30 

43.10 

44.75 
43.50 


WN-DEC  1951 


ffliicken  Prices  Low,  Storage  Up  j-  ',=. 
Turkey  Stocks  also  Larger  Than  La^  &  Year  i;!.  -— ■■ " 

Early  Nov canber  storage, holdings  of  poultry,  were  considerably 
higher  than  on  the  saiiie  date  in  1950.    The  total  yjas  259  million  pounds, 
against '218  million  in  1950o    Stocks  will  continue  to  rise  seasonally. 
The  tisual  seasonal  peaks  of  monthly  holdings  are  January  1  for  chickens 
and  February  1  for  turkeys.  ;  •- 

At  162  million  pounds,  the  total  holdings  of  chickens  l/  were 
^ready  higher. than  the  season  peaks  in  any  other  year  since  1948«  An 
inducement  for  further  accumulation  is  the  present  low  price  of  chickens, 
and  the  expectation  that  the  price  may  rise  during  the  period  when  storage 
stocks  are  normally  consumed.  ,        -  ■ 

At  23.2  cents  on  November  15,  U,  S«  average  farm  prices  of  ehiekens 
were  the  lowest  of  the  year  to  date  although  thejr-were  3  percent  abovfe 
the  22e6  cent  price  of  November  1950»    The  supply  outlook  suggests  ;s-ha;rp- 
ly  declining    marketings  of'  farm  chickens  in  the  next  few  months.  The 
recent  increases  in  broiler  placements  in  the  reporting  areas  will  not 
suffice  to  hold  supplies  at  the  levels  of  November.    ^Jovember  broiler- i 
marleetings ,  in  general,  were  made  from  August  chick  placements,  which  - • 
amounted  to  36. 0  million  chicks  in  7  representative  areas.    "In  September 
and  October  they  were  32.6  each  and  in  November  3'6.    Furthermore,.. the  de- 
mand for  chicken  is  likely  to  rise  at  a  time  when  fresh  supplies  will- be 
declining,  since  marketiigs  of  meat  animals  will  be  declining  seasonally  'and 
turkey  consumption  will  fall  off  after  the  Holidays,     :   -  •  • 

The  pattern  of .  marketings  of  farm  chickens  this  year  is  probably  : 
about  in  line  with  last  year,  when  the  proportion  of  the  year's  marketings 
fell  from  I4  percent  (by  weight)  in  October^  to  7  percent  in  December. 
Corresponding  percentages  for  January,  Febriiarjj  and  March  are  typically  • 
about  4  or  5  percent  e.  •    '  \  •  ■ 

Holdings  of  frozen  turkey  at  the  beginning  of  November  were  also 
above  last  year,  although  not  by  so  wide  a  margin  as  chickens.    The  83>4 
million  pounds  reported- were  8    percent  above  1950,  and  almost  up  to  the  ■ 
record  for  the  month  of  83.5  million  pounds  on  November  1,-  1946. 

Holdings  of  turkeys  on  November  1  were  59  ^lillion  pbunds  above  the 
yearns  low  of  24.8  million  pounds  on  Septonber  1.    The  acciSmulation  in 
the  same  2  months  of  1950  was  only  40  million  poiinds.    The  "difference  is  . 
partly  explained  by  this  yearns  increase  in  turkey  pro.ducti^n,  55  percent.  .. 
over  last  year  for  Beltsville  Small  IiTiites,  and  10  percent. for -othBr""' 
turkeys.    Turkey  storage  from  the  1950  crop  wasvei-y  profitableo.    ...  .-v.-  ' 

•       '  A'-  '         -  ■):•■■. 

Storage  holdings  of  ducks  at  the  beginning  of  November  vyere'  13»^r:;'-- 
million  pounds,  dovm  slightly  from  the  I4.O  million-pound  season  p'eak/'  -,  . 
OT'^aGhed  the  month  before.    The  November  figure  is  about. the  same  as  last 
year.    The  revised  dollar s-and- cents  duck  price  regui&tion  (CPR  79frev,l) 
which  is  to  become  fully  effective  on  Hanuary  15,  1952,  has  allowances  for 
month-to-month  price  increases  for  fro-zen  ducks  during  the  storage  season, 
to  cover  the  costs  of  holding, 
m 

l7    Actually,  total  storage  holdings  of  all  rpoultry  minus  turkeys  and 
ducks. 


rs3-15c. 

Table  7.-  Egg  prices  as  a  percentage  of  parity,  19 10  to  date 


(Data  for  cover  chart) 


:    Index  of  prices  : 

Parity 

:  Transitional 

:Prlce  received 

:    Farm  price 

Year 

:    paid  by  fanners  : 

price 

:      parity  price, 

:    by  farmers 

:ae  a  percentage 

:    Including  Inter-  : 

per  dozen 

:       per  dozen 

:      per  dozen 

:    of  parity 

:      est  and  taxes  : 

1/ 

:  2/ 

:  3/ 

:  4/ 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Percent 

1910  

':  96 

20.6 

22.5 

111 

1911  

:  100 

21.5 

19.4 

90 

1912  

:  100 

21.5 

22.0 

104 

I9I3  

:  102 

21.9 

21.5 

98 

191^^  

:  102 

21.9 

22.6 

104 

1910-1't^  average   

:  100 

21.5 

21.5 

100 

1915  

:  107 

23.0 

21.7 

.  94 

1916  

:  125 

26.9 

24.7 

92 

1917  

:  148 

31.8 

34.0 

110 

1918  

:  173 

37.2 

40.0 

108 

1919  

:  198 

42.6 

44.7 

106 

1920  

:  202 

43.4 

47.8 

111 

1921  

:  165 

35.5 

33.0 

91 

1Q22  

:  16k 

35.3 

28.1 

78 

1923  

:  167 

35.9 

29.8 

'82 

1921+  

167 

35.9 

30.3 

83 

1925  

:  169 

36.3 

33.7 

92 

1926  

167 

35.9 

31.5 

88 

1927  

:  165 

35.5 

28.2 

78 

1928  

:  167 

35.9 

30.3 

85 

1929  

:  165 

35.5 

32.1 

91 

1930  

:  159 

34.2 

25.1 

74 

1931  

:  IkO 

30.1 

18.6 

62 

1932 ,  

t  12k 

26.7 

16.0 

58 

1933:  

119 

25.6 

15.3 

59 

193^  

:  128 

27.5 

18.4 

66 

1935*  

:  128 

27.5 

24 .1 

00 
00 

1936  

:  127 

27.3 

23 .0 

84 

1937  

:  132 

28.4 

21.7 

78 

1938;  

:  126 

27.1 

21.3 

79 

1939  

:  123 

26.4 

18.4 

70 

19'*0  

:  124 

26.7 

19.1 

72 

19'*  1-^  

:  131 

28.2 

25.0 

88 

19lf2  

:  149 

31.4 

99 

19'^3..'  

:  160 

34.4 

38.7 

114 

19^+1+  

:  168 

36.1 

33.8 

95 

19^*5  .,  

:  171 

36.8 

39.0 

107 

19^6  

:  191 

41.1 

39.2 

96 

19'*7..  

:  230 

49.4 

46.4 

94 

I9U8  

:  248 

53-3 

48.0 

90 

191+9..  

:  21+2 

52.0 

45.5 

88 

1950  

250 

51.1 

6/  ?«-^ 

72 

1951  5/  

272 

52.6 

2/  48. 3 

92 

January  

266 

51.5 

6/  n2.2 

82 

February  

267 

51.7 

^1  46.5 

90 

March  

.  271 

52.5 

5/  50.2 

96 

April  

272 

52.6 

5/  49.5 

94 

May.  

273 

52.8 

tf  52.0 

98 

June  

274 

53.0 

5/  49.7 

94 

July  

273 

52  .ts 

0/  to.u 

91 

August  

273 

52.8 

5/  48.3 

91 

September  

273 

52.8 

1/  49.1 

93 

October  

274 

53.0 

1/  47.1 

89 

Noveaiber  

275 

53.2 

S/  48.3 

91 

1952  7/  

1/  Index  of  prices  paid,  including  Interest  and  taxes,  times  base  price  of  21.5  cents  per  dozen,  except 
after  1949.    2/  For  1950,  95  percent  of  the  parity  price  as  previously  computed;  for  1951>  90  percent. 
3/  !?1mpl»  average  of  monthly  prices.    4/  Flmple  average  of  monthly  prices  as  a  percentage  of  parity. 
5/  Average,  11  months.    6/  Seasonally  adjusted.    7/  The  parity  price  for  1952  will  again  be  the  trans- 
itional parity  which  for~1952  will  be  equal  to  85  percent  of  the  "old"  computation. 
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